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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the communication filed on 1 1/13/2006. Claims 1 - 
35 are amended and new Claim 36 was added. Currently Claims 1 - 36 are pending. 

Double Patenting 

2. Applicant's arguments filed November 13, 2006 have been fully considered and 
are persuasive with respect to copending application 10/202,563 but they are not 
persuasive with respect to Patent 6,788,676 for the following reasons: Applicant argues 
that Patent 6,788,676 was filed later than the instant application but agrees that the 
Patent 6.788,676 was assigned to Nokia Corporation, which is also the assignee of the 
instant application. The obvious-type rejection was based upon the conflicting invention 
is claimed in the Patent 6,788,676 by a different inventive entity that is commonly 
assigned, even though there is no common inventor. 

Examiner withdraws double patenting rejection for copending application 
10/202,563 and maintains double patenting rejection with Patent 6,788,676. Applicant is 
advised to file a terminal disclaimer to overcome double patenting rejection. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed November 13, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive for the following reasons: 

Applicant argues that the cited prior art [Ejzak U.S. Patent 6,996,087, hereafter 
"Ejzak"], does not teach, "performs protection processing based on comparing first 
source information and second source information". This argument is not persuasive. 
Applicant's independent claims recite "comparing first source information and second 
source information; initiating a protection processing based on a result of said 
comparing;". Thus Examiner broadly reads, "a protection processing is initiated on a 
result (not definitive) of comparing first and second source information (emphasis 
added). Furthermore, Ejzak discloses, "authentication, accounting and mapping of IP 
addresses (comparing source address information), session management (initiation 
protection processing), and providing secure access (subscriber profile management 
and service authorization) to packet data network (packet-switched domain) (See Ejzak, 
Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 lines 9 and Column 6 lines 45 - 54). 

Therefore, the examiner respectfully asserts that the cited prior art does teach or 
suggest the amended subject matter, "performs protection processing based on 
comparing first source information and second source information" broadly recited in the 
independent claims. The dependent claims are rejected at least by virtue of their 
dependency on the dependent claims and by other reason set forth in this office action. 
Accordingly, the rejection for the pending claims 1 - 36 is respectfully maintained. 
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Examiner would like to point out that although Examiner had cited particular 
columns and lines numbers in the references as applied to the claims for the 
convenience of the applicant, the specified citations are representative of the teachings 
in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim. It is valid 
that other relevant passages and figures may apply as well to substitute the specified 
teachings. Therefore, it is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

On further considerations, Examiner has recommended that the Claims 10-12 
as containing allowable subject matter over prior art (please refer to Allowable Subject 
matter section #8 of this office action). Examiner suggests applicant to amend the 
claims in a manner to distinct applicant's invention with prior art with attention given to 
the specification paragraphs [0045 - 0047]. 

Claim Objections 

4, Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 13 recites, "a 

deriving unit configured to derive a first source and for deriving a second source 

information". Replace "a deriving unit configured to derive a first source .... and for 
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deriving a second source information" with "a deriving unit configured to derive a first 
source .... and to derive a second source information" (emphasis added). 
Appropriate correction is required. 



5. Claims 8 and 9 are duplicate claims depending on Claim 1 and either claim 8 or 
claim 9 must be cancelled. Examiner rejects both the claims under the same prior art 
reasoning. 



Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 1.321(d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply 
with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 
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6. Instant application Claims 1 - 36 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 - 14 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,788,676. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because the instant case, all elements of claims 1 - 
36 correspond to the claims of 1 - 14 of the patent claims, except in the instant claims, 
the element, "comparing said first and second source information and dropping 
message if comparing first source and second source information do not indicate the 
same location" is referred in the patent claims as "the IMS (IP multimedia subsystem) is 
able to route subsequent SIP signaling (message) through the IMS proxy (P). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to recognize that providing 
packet filtering by comparing the first and second source information is equivalent to 
having an IMS proxy server routing the messages that are registered with the proxy 
through P-CSCF) filtering. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



7. Claims 1 - 9 and 13 - 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ejzak (U.S. Patent Number 6,996,087). 
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Regarding Claims 1 and 2, Ejzak teaches receiving a message from a terminal 
device, connected to said packet data network (Summary and Column 3 line 52 - 
Column 4 line 9); 

deriving a first source information from said message; c) deriving a second 
source information (Summary and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9); 

comparing said first and second source information; and e) initiating a protection 
processing based on the result of said comparing step (Summary and Column 3 line 52 

- Column 4 line 9); and 

providing secure access to said packet data network based on said protection 
processing (Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9 and Column 6 lines 45 - 54). 

Regarding Claim 13, Ejzak teaches a receiving unit configured to receive a 
message from a terminal device, connected to said packet data network (Summary and 
Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9); 

a deriving unit configured to deriving a first source information from said 
message, and for deriving a second source information (Summary and Column 3 line 52 

- Column 4 line 9); 

a comparing unit comparing said first and second source information (Summary 
and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9); and 

a protecting unit configured to initiate a protecting processing based on a 
comparing result of said comparing unit and to provide secure access to said packet 
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data network based on said protection processing (Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9 
and Column 6 lines 45 - 54). 

Regarding Claim 36, Ejzak teaches receiving means for receiving a message 
from a terminal device connected to said network element (Summary and Column 3 line 
52 - Column 4 line 9); 

deriving means for deriving a first source information from said message, and for 
deriving a second source information (Summary and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 
9); 

comparing means for comparing said first source information and second source 
information (Summary and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9); and 

protecting means for initiating a protecting processing based on a comparing 
result of said comparing unit and to provide secure access to said packet data network 
based on said protection processing (Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9 and Column 6 
lines 45 - 54). 

Claims 3, 14 and 22 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 1 , 2 and 
13. Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said second source information is a source 
address information derived from a packet data unit used for conveying said message, 
or from a security association set up between said terminal device and said packet data 
network (Summary and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9 and 26 - 65). 
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Claims 4, 16, 23 and 30 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 1, 2, 
13 and 29. Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said protection processing comprises a 
processing for dropping said message if said comparing step leads to the result that 
said first source information and said second source information do not indicate the 
same location (Summary and Column 4 lines 26 - 65). 

Claims 5, 17, 24 and 31 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 1,13, 
23 and 30. Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said protection processing comprises a 
processing for dropping said message if said comparing step leads to the result that 
said first source information and said second source information do not match 
(Summary and Column 4 lines 26 - 65). 

Claims 6 and 25 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 1 and 2. 
Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said first source information is an IP address 
(Summary and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9). 

Claims 7 and 26 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 1 and 2. 
Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said message is a session initiation protocol 
(Summary and Column 3 line 17 - 23). 
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Claims 8, 9, 19, 27 and 33 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 1 , 2 
and 13. Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said second source information is at least 
a part of an internet protocol source address of an internet protocol datagram (Summary 
and Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9). 

Claims 15 and 29 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 13 and 14. 
Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said deriving unit is arranged for deriving said first 
source information from a header portion of said message (Summary and Column 4 
lines 26-65). 

Claims 18 and 32 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 13 and 31. 
Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said deriving unit are arranged for reading said 
second source information from a database provided at said network element 
(Summary and Column 4 lines 26 - 65). 

Claims 20 and 34 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 13 and 33. 
Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said network element is a proxy server (Summary 
and Column 10 lines 14 - 35). 

Claims 21 and 35 are rejected as applied above in rejecting Claims 13 and 34. 
Furthermore, Ejzak teaches wherein said proxy server is a P-CSCF of an IP Mobility 
Subsystem (Summary and Column 10 lines 14-46). 
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Claim 28 is rejected as applied above in rejecting Claim 2. Furthermore, Ejzak 
teaches wherein said message is conveyed using a session initiation protocol-level 
protection function (Column 3 line 52 - Column 4 line 9 and Column 6 lines 45 - 54). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 10, 1 1 and 12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims along with filing a terminal 
disclaimer to overcome the double patenting rejection with the Patent 6, 788,676. 

Examiner suggests amending Claim 10 to include only the partial limitation from 
Claim 3, i.e., only to include the limitation of "The method according to claim 1, wherein 
said second source information is a source address information derived from a security 
association set up between said terminal device and said packet data network" along 
with moving the allowed subject matter from Claim 10 and Claim 1. Furthermore, the 
amended Claim 10 should recite all the limitations of Claim 1, Claim 10 and the above- 
suggested limitation from Claim 3. 

Dependent Claims 1 1 and 12 are objected to be allowed by the virtue of their 
dependency from Claim 10. 
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Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pramila Parthasarathy whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3866. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00a.m. To 5:00p.m.. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Nasser Moazzami can be reached on 571-232-4195. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Pramila Parthasarathy 
January 19, 2006. 



